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f rom ,he «Wi of: 6/ 2?/78 

Warren C. de Brueys 

Ta: James Ad erne, Associate Director, Fiu 


Jim, 

I fully intended to make you e machine copy of 
the attached at the time I brought the original 
to the N.O. IBI Office, but failed to do so. 

If you can garner enough time to reed the euseaary 
of By testimony before the House Sub Conrad ttee on 
the Assassination of JFK, I would appreciate itj 
however, same of the pertinent problems that *usy 
emerge ®ra get forth in the cover letter to the 
Director. 

Hal Bassett responded end I received hi® letter 
at home last night, but have not had time tb 
study it. Suffice it to easy the Bureau could not 
authorise my review of the two or three Be porta 
I wrote in the N.O. Office In 1963 under tie FPCC 
caption involving Oswald. 1*11 reply to He1*b 
letter when I get ® chance to study it and business 
penal te. . -* 

In the Interim, do yob feel an official re (roast 
based on the following special circumstances would 

* -be honored. I n abort, mine la e request tfiawitet' 
from that of » eititen merely sekinf; to s® ® Bureau 
report(e), for whatever reasor , In sy case, dA -del 
of ®- review. of those two or three reports I wrote 
creates ® serious inequity in that in precludes e 
right to answer the Comndttee’g question eg to the 
extent of ey investigation not only to protect the 
Bureau*® interest, but sins kb well— for without 
sy recitation of pertinent circumstances end rele- 
vant data, accurate perspective by the Coomittee 
mj be impossible. It simply broaden® the base for 
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compounding tha Committee's launder landing, which 

heightens the potential for fealty analysis end 
® ^? dj ' n “ • rro ?* oua conclusions, pome of which I sends 
2^®! ^ • mer * <dia the "iada of 800 * Co mittS 

The second approach, if the shore i® not persuasive 
enough, would be to request only eun*s*ry statistical 

in the WO. Dir'n. web opened on such and such a 4at® 
and rv d on such and such a data. The For»n £jrts 

-i" E^Sref B OPeaSd Cdi#U) “ 5d «*’<* («*ts). 

or rpns^f ~ Utin ®° urces WSTa contacted, «j* iumt 
£ 0 C ™ S t i f n f‘, eont * ct * d , neighWs e£d buaS^T 
geopie contacted; radio script obtained erkl forwarded 
Bureau* -Post Office- inquiry aads, etc. 

My m>.in concern, although it -would be completely, 
:Z OT *r B A< ta **“£ -C^ttee, lacking the «5pth of 
under*. ending of Bureau investigative UchniijceB^ 

0 P* r * tion »» ** w«H as basing ocesiletely 
oblirious to oroeudures demanded by ^jeTceseZWin 7 
lose perspective and b* keindic tmente «1 though wholly 
Without juBtification^^ldecar the Sbra.^!^ wr 
its reout-tion irrevocably and in the process 

* n<J th,t of oth *r agents. It — f-d wetter 
little if their pronouncements could later be shown to 
5 « ^ ,« rr °™ s ' ?Q8 - «***' *'*» trying to say, raw 
i* the time to act to pre-empt their potential for 
reaching such a faulty conclusion* 




Warren C. d* Snw^TB 
IiB 2? Kichcmd H-ed 
Sew Orleans, La. K3X£f» 




